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Reconsideration of this Application is respectfully requested. Claims 1-4, 6-13, 
15-20, and 22-30 are pending in the application, of which claims 1, 10, 18, 25, and 29 are 
independent. No new matter is embraced by this amendment and its entry is respectfully 
requested. Based on the remarks set forth below, it is respectfully requested that the 
Examiner reconsider and withdraw all outstanding rejections. 

Rejection under 35 US.C § 112 

The Examiner, on page 3 of the Office Action, has rejected claims 7and 22 under 
35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the enablement requirement. 
Specifically, the Examiner states that the above claims contain subject matter that was not 
described in the specification. Applicants respectfully disagree. 

With regards to claims 7 and 22, the Examiner states that the disclosure does not 
show support for the limitation ''the medium includes printed text, wherein when the 
recognized command mark is executed, the, printed text is affected." Applicants 
respectfully disagree. Support for claims 7 and 22 are found in the disclosure on page 3, 
lines 8-11, stating that "[p]reprinted material may also be processed using process 10 
where the pre-printed materials are supplemented with written command marks and then 
; processed by the recognizer program 22." Support for claims 7 and 22 are also found in 

\ FIG. 2A, item 12b, which illustrates printed text 66a and a recognized command mark 66 

(BOLD), indicating that printed text 66a will be re-formatted using bold text as described 
in the specification on page 4, lines 5-9. 
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Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner, after reviewing the specific 
locations stated above in the Specification and drawings, withdraw this rejection. 

Rejection under 35 K&C § 102 

The Examiner, on page 3 of the Office Action, has rejected claims 1-3, 5-12, and 
14-30 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,748,807 to 
Lopresti et al (hereinafter "Lopresti"). Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection. 
Based on the remarks set forth below, Applicants respectfully request that this rejection 
be reconsidered and withdrawn. 

To anticipate a claim of a pending application, a single reference must disclose 
each and every element of the claimed invention. Hybritech Inc. v. Monoclonal 
Antibodies, Inc., 802 R2d 1367, 1397 (Fed. Cir. 1986). The exclusion of a claimed 
element from the single source is enough to negate anticipation by that reference. Atlas 
Powder Co. v. KL du Pont de Nemours & Co., 750 F.2d 1569, 1574 (Fed. Cir. 1984). 

With regard to independent claim 1, Lopresti does not teach or suggest every 
element of Applicants' claimed invention. For example, Lopresti does not teach or 
suggest Applicants* claimed elements of: "obtaining a scanned command mark written 
with a conventional writing implement onto a conventional medium" and "recognizing 
| the scanned command mark as a command that may be executed by a processor, wherein 

j the command mark is recognized only if the command mark is placed in a specified area 

of the medium." 

The Examiner states that Lopresti teaches "obtaining a scanned command mark 
written with a conventional writing implement onto a conventional medium" in the 

| 
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Abstract. Applicants respectfully disagree. Unlike the present invention, Lopresti 
teaches that the marker is generated by a computer. Lopresti, Abstract, col. 6, lines 39- 
41; col. 6, line 59; col. 7, lines 3-6. In fact, Lopresti teaches away from the present 
invention because the process of generating the marker in Lopresti requires no human 
intervention, with only a small computation cost. Lopresti, col. 6, lines 39-41. Also, the 
marker in Lopresti can be printed using a special font, bar code or other symbology 
which may or may not be readable to the human user. Lopresti, col. 6, lines 51-55. Thus, 
unlike the present invention, which teaches that "[the] command mark [is] written with a 
conventional writing implement onto a conventional medium", Lopresti teaches a marker 
generated by a computer. 

The Examiner also states that Lopresti teaches Applicants' element of 
"recognizing the scanned command mark as a command that may be executed by a 
processor, wherein the command mark is recognized only if the command mark is placed 
in a specified area of the medium." Applicants respectfully disagree. The command 
mark in Applicants* invention and the marker in Lopresti are not the same. In fact, as 
stated above, the command mark is written with a conventional writing implement. 
Unlike the present invention, the marker in Lopresti, which is a special font, bar code or 
other symbology, is computer generated. 

Thus, for at least the foregoing reasons, Applicants respectfully submit that 
independent claim 1 and the claims that depend therefrom (claims 2-4 and 6-9) axe not 
anticipated by Lopresti. Independent claims 10, 18, 25, and 29 include similar language 
as that recited in claim 1 . Thus, for al least the foregoing reasons, Applicants respectfully 
submit that independent claims 10, 18, 25, and 29, and the claims that depend therefrom 
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(claims 11-13 and 15-17, 19-20 and 22-24, 26-28, and 30, respectively) are also not 
anticipated by Lopresti. Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner reconsider and 
withdraw the rejection of independent claims 1, 10, 18, 25, and 29, and the claims that 
depend therefrom respectively. 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

The Examiner, on page 5 of the Office Action, has rejected claims 4 and 13 under 
35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,897,648 to Henderson as 
applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,768,418 to Berman. 
Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection. Based on the remarks set forth below, 
Applicants respectfully request that this rejection be reconsidered and withdrawn. 

Claims 4 and 13 depend from independent claims 1 and 10, which are patentable 
for at least the reasons stated above. Applicants therefore respectfully request that the 
Examiner reconsider and withdraw the rejection of dependent claims 4 and 13. 

The Examiner, on page 6 of the Office Action, has rejected claims 29 and 30 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,748,807 to 
Lopresti et cd. (hereinafter "Lopresti") and U.S. Patent No. 5,897,648 to Henderson. 
Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection. Based on the remarks set forth below, 
Applicants respectfully request that this rejection be reconsidered and withdrawn. 
! For all of the reasons stated above with respect to claim 1, Lopresti does not teach 

instructions to "obtain stroke data that corresponds to the written command mark" and 
"recognize the stroke data as an executable command, wherein the command mark is 
recognized only if the command mark is written on a specific area of the medium." 
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Furthermore, Henderson does not solve the deficiencies of Lopresti. Applicants therefore 
respectfully request that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw the rejection of 
independent claim 29, and the claim that depends therefrom (claim 30). 
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Conclusion 



All of the stated grounds of rejection have been properly traversed, 
accommodated, or rendered moot. Applicants therefore respectfully request that the 
Examiner reconsider all currently outstanding rejections and that they be withdrawn. It is 
believed that a full and complete response has been made to the outstanding Office 
Action and, as such, the present application is in condition for allowance. If the 
Examiner believes, for any reason, that personal communication will expedite 
prosecution of this application, the Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned at 

the number provided. 

Prompt and favorable consideration of this Response is respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Intel Corporation 



/Crystal D. Savles. Reg, No- 44318/ 



Paled: October 1_L 2005 



Crystal D. Sayles 
Senior Attorney 



Intel Americas, Inc. 
(202)986-3179 



c/o Blakely, Sokoloff, Taylor & Zaftnan, LLP 
12400 Wilshire Blvd. 
Seventh Floor 

Los Angeles, CA 90025-1026 



CERTIFICATE OP FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION 



Iherthy certify th&i this correspondent* is being facsimile transmitted 
to the United State* Patent and Trademark Office at: 



Signature 




PACE 11/11 * RCVD AT 10/1 1/2005 7:55:42 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] ■ 8VR:USPTO-EFXRF-6«8 ■ DW8:2738300 * CSID:503 684 3245 * DURATION (mm-ss):04-19 



